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DETAILED ACTION 



Claim Objections 

1 . Claims 9-1 7 are objected to because of the following informalities: Claim 1 2, line 
16, after "test;" insert - - and - -. Claim 9, line 2, delete "for" and insert - - of - -. 
Appropriate correction is required. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second- paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 18 and 12-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. 

Claim 1 recites the limitation "the workflow" in line 7. 

Claim 1 recites the limitation "said professional works" in line 10. 

Claim 1 recites the limitation "the success" in line 1 1 . 

Claim 1 recites the limitation "the performance" in line 1 1 . 

Claim 2 recites the limitation "said supervisor" in line 2. 

Claim 7 recites the limitation "the workflow" in lines 5 and 6. 

Claim 7 recites the limitation "said professional's environment" in line 9. 

Claim 7 recites the limitation "the success" in line 10. 

Claim 7 recites the limitation "the performance" in lines 10 and 1 1 . 
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Claim 12 recites the limitation "the effectiveness" and "said implementation" in 
line 11. 

Claim 12 recites the limitation "said test" in line 12. 

Claim 12 recites the limitation "said professional's implementation" in line 15. 
Claim 12 recites the limitation "said analysis" in line 17. 
There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

2. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

Claims 1-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter. 

The language of the claims are directed merely to an abstract idea that has no 
limitation to a practical application which produces a concrete result. Claim 1, the step 
"providing evaluation of the success of said training"; claim 7, the step "providing 
evaluation of the success of said professional"; claim 9, the step "utilizing the Internet to 
access said user's knowledge of the information"; and claim 12, the step "utilizing said 
analysis to evaluate professional training" fail to establish a concrete result. With regard 
to system claims 1-11, Federal Circuit also recognizes that the fact that a nonstatutory 
method is carried out on a programmed computer does not make the process claims 
statutory. Grams, 888 F. 2d at 841, 12 USPQ2d at 1829 (claim 16 ruled nonstatutory 
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even though it was a computer-implemented process). Therefore, the claimed invention 
is directed to non-statutory subject matter. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21 (2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Gray et 
al, U.S. Pat. No. 6,944,596. 

As per claim 1, Gray discloses providing training that teaches skills (present a 
training simulation to a user for achieving goal, see abstract lines 1-3), allowing said 
training comprises receiving training over the Internet, wherein said matrix incorporates 
said skills learned in said training into the workflow and daily activities of a professional 
undergoing said training (col. 14, lines 61-67), providing work sheets and guidelines 
within said matrix for integrating said training into an environment wherein said 
professional works (abstract, lines 1-13 and figure 48), assessing the success of said 
training in improving the performance of said professional (see col. 38, lines 29-45) and 
providing evaluations of the success of said training (it is just like assessing the success 
or achievement of the training, see col. 38, lines 29-45). 
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As per claim 2, Gray discloses said step of providing evaluations of the success 
of said training, further comprises providing evaluations to said supervisor of said 
professional (figure 5, device 504). 

As per claim 3, Gray discloses said step of providing evaluations of the success 
of said training, further comprises providing evaluations to said professional for self- 
assessment (figure 5, device 506). 

As per claim 4, Gray discloses said training is professional development training 
(a coach, see figure 9A, device 870). 

As per claim 5, Gray discloses said training is provided on-line (web based 
communication, see figure 9A). 

As per claim 6, Gray discloses said on-line training comprises audio, video or 
DVD training (figure 9A). 

As per claim 7, Gray discloses providing on-line professional development 
training (web based network, see figure 9A), providing a matrix for said on-line 
professional development training, wherein said matrix incorporates skills learned in 
said professional development training into the workflow and daily activities of a 
professional undergoing said professional development training (col. 14, lines 61-67), 
providing work sheets and guidelines within said matrix for integrating said professional 
development training into said professional's environment (abstract, lines 1-13 and 
figure 48), assessing the success of said professional development training in improving 
the performance of said professional (see col. 38, lines 29-45) and providing 
evaluations of the success of said professional (it is just like assessing the success or 
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achievement of the training, see col. 38, lines 29-45). 

As per claim 8, Gray discloses said matrix is based on standards provided.by an 
industry (see figure 2, device 202). 

As per claim 9, Gray discloses providing information to a user, wherein said 
information relates to a particular profession (figure 2, device 202), and wherein said 
information comprises Internet based information (web based, se figure 9A), enabling 
said user to learn skills and knowledge from said information that can be incorporated 
into said user's particular profession (see figure 3, devices 304 and 300), enabling said 
user to organize an instructional plan relating to said information, wherein said 
instructional plan is based on said skills and knowledge acquired by said user (figure 4, 
device 400) and electronically assessing utilizing the Internet to access said user's 
knowledge of the information (figure 4, device 406 and figure 5, device 502). 

As per claim 10, Gray discloses providing information to a user further comprises 
said user accessing said information on-line (web based system, see figure 9A). 

As per claim 1 1 , Gray discloses said information is based on standards 
regulating said particular profession (integrating standard in a business, see figure 8A, 
device 806). 

As per claim 12, Gray discloses providing standards for professionals (create a 
model for employees, see figure 8B, device 852), providing a communication media 
(see figure 9A), providing a first electronic media and a second electronic media (figure 
9A, devices 900 and 901), broadcasting said standards through said communication 
media to train at least one professional per said standards (figure 5, device 500), 
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accessing a lesson plan development matrix through said FIRST electronic media 
(figure 4, device 406), developing a lesson plan using said lesson plan matrix (figure 9A, 
9D and 9E), implementing said lesson plan into lessons for students (figure 9A), testing 
said students to gauge the effectiveness of said implementation (figure 5, device 506), 
generating assessment data from results of said test (figure 4, device 406), inputting 
said standards into said second electronic media (figure 9A), inputting said data into 
said electronic media (figure 9A), analyzing said data to assess said professional's 
implementation of said matrix through a test (figure 7, device 704 and ) and utilizing said 
analysis to evaluate professional development training (figure 5, device 510). 

As per claim 13, Gray discloses said professional standards are pedagogical 
standards (figure 8A, device 806). 

As per claim 14, Gray discloses providing access to said standards to a third 
party (figure 9A, devices 900 and 901 ). 

As per claim 15, Gray discloses evaluating the success of said implantation and 
modifying the lesson plans based on said success (col. 38, lines 29-38). 

As per claim 16, Gray discloses said evaluation is implemented in later-formed 
matrices (matrices are the relationship between employees and environment, see figure 
7). 

As per claim 17, Gray discloses evaluating the professional on the basis of said 
data (figure 7, device 706 and 708). 
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4. Applicant's arguments filed 4/7/06 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Ground of rejections, either modified or new are introduced. 35 U.S.C. 101 
rejection is modified according to the Interim Guidelines. Also, 35 U.S.C. 102(e) is a 
new ground of rejection. 

5. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to George Davis whose telephone number is (571 ) 272- 
3683. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday from 10:00 
am to 6:30 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David Vincent, can be reached on (571 ) 272-3080. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (571 ) 273-3800. 

June 25, 2006 




GEORGE B. DAVIS 



PRIMARY PATENT EXAMINER 



